CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 
Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science 


Minutes of Meeting 91-7 
of the 
ineering and Computer Science Faculty Council 
held 


Friday, December 13, 1991 


Present: Professors F.D. Hamblin (Acting Chair), M.O. Ahmad, V.S. Alagar, C. 
Bédard, A.E. Blach, A. Elhakeem, T. Fancott, P.P. Fazio, D. Feldman, 
H.J. McQueen, J. Opatrny, M.O.M. Osman, R. Shinghal, T. 
Stathopoulos, K. Thulasiraman, G.H. Vatistas, G.D. Xistris, P.D. Ziogas; 
Prof. B. MacKay, (Assoc. Vice-Rector, Academic, Curriculum & 
Planning); P.M. Bourassa (Secretary). 


Absent with 
apology: Profs. M.N.S. Swamy, M. Kusy; Mr. T. Swift. 


Visitors: Mr. Craig Brown; Profs. J. McKay, V. Fabrikant. 


1. Adoption of Agenda 


Motion It was moved by Dr. Fancott seconded by Dr. Elhakeem, that the 
91-7-1 published agenda be adopted. 


Prof. Hamblin, as Acting Chair, informed Council that the Secretary 
had received from the Department of Computer Science, copies of two 
resolutions making recommendations to Council on the subject of 
Faculty elections. Since the agenda for the present meeting had already 
been issued, and since there was not sufficient time before the meeting 
to provide Council members with copies of the resolutions and of 
relevant correspondence and other documentation, this subject is to be 
discussed at the January 17, 1992 meeting of Council. 


A letter was also sent by Dr. John McKay to the Secretary, advising him 
that questions concerning the recent Faculty elections will be raised at 
Faculty Council. After being informed that the question of Faculty 
elections would be on the agenda for the January 17, 1992 meeting, Dr. 
McKay wrote again to the Secretary to advise him that while the more 
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general issues concerning Faculty elections could be dealt with at the 
January meeting, he would still want to deal with the matter of the 
election at the December 13 meeting. 


Prof. Hamblin then asked whether Council would like to amend the 
published agenda to include the matters raised by Dr. McKay. 


Dr. McKay was asked why he considers this matter so urgent. He 
answered that there were privileged voters in the election for members 
of the Advisory Search Committee for the Dean of the Faculty of 
Engineering and Computer Science, that some information on the 
ballots was misleading and that the closing time was not stated on the 
ballots. 


Dr. Fancott said that these points were all discussed at the recent 
meeting of the Department of Computer Science, and were taken into 
account in the resolutions addressed to Council. 


Prof. Hamblin pointed out that the recommendations to the Board of 
Governors of students and faculty members of this Faculty to be 
appointed to the Advisory Search Committee for the Dean of the 
Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science is the prerogative of 
Faculty Council alone, and that elections were conducted only for the 
guidance of Council and at its request. A change in the names already 
recommended to the Board of Governors could only be made by 
Council rescinding its previous resolution. A motion to rescind is not 
in order if action has already been taken which cannot be undone. The 
names of the persons recommended have already been transmitted to 
the Board of Governors and the deadline for submission of names is 
past so that it does not appear that Council could consider a motion to 
rescind. 


Dr. Fazio, seconded by Dr. Opatrny, moved to add this item (Recent 
Elections) under "Other Business". In support of this motion, Dr. Fazio 
said that this discussion would be useful as a preparation of a more 
thorough consideration at the January meeting, in that the Parties 
involved could be instructed to bring relevant information and to 

send a notice of motion. 


However, when in the course of discussing this motion, it became clear 
that a notice of motion had been received and adequate information 
was being prepared, Dr. Fazio decided to withdraw as Proposer of the 
motion. On being asked if he also wanted to withdraw as seconder, Dr. 
Opatrny said that if there is no Proposer, there could be no seconder, 
and therefore Motion 91-7-2 was withdrawn. 


Motion 
91-7-4 


The vote on Motion 91-7-1, proposing the adoption of the published 
agenda was unanimously in favour. 


Adoption of Minutes of Meeting 91-6 


It was moved and seconded that the minutes of Meeting 91-6 be 
adopted. Dr. McQueen said that his remarks on the second sentence of 
the fifth paragraph on page 8 should read: "Dr. McQueen said that one 
should expect a new library building to be large enough to hold much 
more that the current library materials". It was agreed that the 
Secretary would amend the minutes as requested. Subject to this 
correction, Motion 91-7-3 was carried unanimously. 


Chair's Remarks 


Prof. Hamblin transmitted Dean Swamy's best wishes for Christmas 
and the New Year and invited all those present to the Christmas 
reception to be held on Friday, December 20, 1991 at 3 p.m. in the 
Faculty Club. 


He also informed Council that, following its recommendation in 
Motion 91-6-7, i.e. that one representative of the faculty members be 
elected out of five candidates, Dr. V.S. Alagar was chosen, and he was 
recommended to the Board of Governors, along with the other 
nominees in the same Motion. 


Degree Nomenclature 


A draft motion from the Executive Committee was circulated. Dr. 
Osman seconded by Dr. Alagar proposed the adoption of this motion 
which reads as follows: 


Having considered and debated at great length the subject of Degree 
Nomenclature, the Council of the Faculty of Engineering and 
Computer Science supports the concept and principle of usage of 
gender neutral language regarding the degree nomenclature. 
However, this Council feels that the proposed terminology is not 
appropriate and poses a number of problems such as degree acceptance 
and recognition by bodies outside the University. Consequently, this 
Council does not support the proposed degree nomenclature in its 
present form and recommends that the present degree nomenclature 
be retained at this time. 
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Dr. McQueen suggested that Council wait to receive the students’ 
opinion on this subject. He noted that there is not a single student at 
the present meeting and said that December is an inappropriate time 
on which to discuss this question since students are writing exams. 


The Secretary said that the Dean wrote to both students associations 
(ECA and ECSGA) on September 23, 1991 requesting them to inform 
their members on this subject, and ensure feedback to Department 
meetings and Faculty Council. The Departments did receive some 
feedback but, even though the Secretary met with officers of the 
student associations, asking them to make their position known in 
writing if they could not attend the December meeting, he had received 
nothing from them. 


(After the meeting, the Secretary received a letter from the Engineering 
and Computer Science Association (ECA) stating that a motion to 
approve the term "Baccalaureate" as a replacement for "Bachelor" was 
passed by the ECA Council but that similar motions to approve the 
terms "Magisteriate" and "Doctorate" were defeated). 


Prof. Hamblin said that this Council cannot hold up its response to 
Senate any longer. The issue has been around for three months and 
the other Faculties have already responded. 


Dr. McQueen said that we should offer a choice of degree nomenclature 
to students who want gender neutral terminology. 


Dr. Osman said that politically, it would be advisable to give the choice 
of nomenclature to students. If, as is most likely, there are practically 
no requests for the proposed nomenclature, it would die by itself after 
five years. He then decided to withdraw as proposer of Motion 91-7-4. 
Dr. Alagar became proposer and Dr. Fancott seconded the Motion. 


Dr. Alagar said that the present motion represents the best summary of 
opinions reported from department meetings. Dr. Fancott said that it is 
important that this Faculty state what it feels. A compromise can then 
be made at Senate level from the various points of view. He then 
asked whether Concordia University is in a position to be the first in 
North America to adopt the proposed nomenclature. He said that, as 
Associate Dean, he has to consider degrees from around the world. 
The terminology is standardized in North America but elsewhere, 
some research is required to determine what a degree actually 
represents. The situation is more difficult in industry where recruiting 
offices are unlikely to undertake any research to find out what an 
unfamiliar degree actually means; they will simply set aside any 
application that is not clear. Thus, Concordia graduates with an 
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unfamiliar degree would be at a disadvantage. He has evidence 
concerning this from enquiries relating to the Diploma in Computer 
Science, even though this terminology is fairly well known. 


Dr. Thulasiraman said that 'magisteriate’ is not an appropriate word. 


Dr. Opatrny said that the present motion is a compromise between the 
views expressed at department meetings, but there is no indication of 
this in the wording of the motion. Prof. Hamblin answered that the 
rationale which will be sent along with the motion will mention this. 


Prof. B. MacKay asked if Council could elaborate on why it ‘feels that 
the proposed terminology is not appropriate’. She also said that, while 
it is clear that there are strong objections to the word ‘magisteriate'’, she 
wonders if similar objections were made to baccalaureate and doctorate. 


Dr. Alagar said that the comments that he received are against all three 
proposed words. 


Dr. Stathopoulos said that the main objection that he has against 
‘baccalaureate’ is that it is viewed in France as a high-school leaving 
certificate. 


Dr. Opatrny said that there is an ‘International baccalaureate’ which is 
well-known and recognized as a certificate of secondary education. 


Dr. Thulasiraman said that he does not see the words Master and 
Doctor as being gender-oriented. 


Dr. Fazio said that, since we allow students to write their papers in 
French, why not allow them to choose a French degree if they wish. 
The word 'Maitrise' is not gender-oriented. It would be appropriate in 
Quebec. 


Dr. Stathopoulos said that he was surprised that the Ad Hoc 
Committee rejected the French nomenclature after discussing it. 


Dr. Osman said that he would like the search for a gender neutral 
nomenclature by the University to continue, and he proposed the 
following amendment, seconded by Dr. McQueen: 

THAT the following words be added to Motion 91-7-4: 


“but encourages the University to continue its search for non- 
ambiguous, gender neutral nomenclature." 


Motion 
91-7-6 


Dr. Shinghal proposed an amendment to this amendment, that any 
change in nomenclature be put to a student referendum. The Chair 
suggested that this be put in a separate motion, as Council is now 
responding to a specific request by Senate. 


Motion 91-7-5 was adopted by a vote of 14 in favour, none opposed and 
one abstention. 


The discussion of the main motion continued during which Dr. Blach 
said that it is not necessary for engineering to have the same degree 
nomenclature as the other Faculties of the University. If others want 
to change, it is up to them. 


The vote on Motion 91-7-4, as amended by Motion 91-7-5, was 15 in 
favour, one opposed and one abstention. 


Prof. Hamblin said that this Motion will be transmitted to Senate, 
along with a rationale. 


Dr. Shinghal, seconded by Dr. Xistris, moved that any future change in 
degree nomenclature be subject to a referendum by students as well as 
discussion in Faculty Councils. 


Dr. Elhakeem said that students were invited to give their views but 
they did not respond. Dr. Osman said that he is against the motion: 
degree nomenclature is not a matter to be decided by a student 
referendum. 


Dr. Fazio moved to table Motion 91-7-6 and was seconded by Dr. 
Osman. 


The vote on tabling the motion was 14 in favour, one opposed and one 
abstention. 


CLOSED SESSION 


Adjournment 


Council unanimously adopted a motion to adjourn. 


